Israelite males ' (pp. 74-75) . Whereas some scholars have previously argued for a gender-role symmetry in the legal traditions, and others for a gender-role asymmetry, Anderson sees contemporary gender theory offering another insight which highlights further complexities, in that the expectations of roles may also depend on other factors such as whether the woman is slave or free, foreign or Hebrew, married or single.
Chapter four moves to a discussion of those laws that have been shown to be gender exclusive and therefore clearly contributing to the construction of the identity of gender by setting a clear distinction between male and female requirements and penalties: the law against female sorcerers (Exod. 22.17), for example, raises questions about male perceptions of certain female roles, especially if Athalya Brenner is right in seeing a connection here with fertility control etc. Following the criteria of feminist legal theory to indicate whether a law is male focused ('it privileges males, it disproportionately impacts females, and it embodies only the male experience' (p. 91), Anderson not only concludes that the laws in Deut. 22.23-29 are male focused but agrees with Harold Washington's conclusion that these are laws that 'function to legitimate male access to female sexuality' (Washington 1997 p. 353) . There is, however, a more subtle violence committed by these texts in that as documents of a privileged male elite they 'not only subordinate females, they also impose a single constructed identity on all females that ignores similarities between males and females and differences between one female and another ' (p. 93) . This imposition of a single constructed identity, Anderson argues, drawing on the theoretical work of Theodor Adorno, Negative Dialectics, and Julia Kristeva, 'About Chinese Women' and Powers of Horror, constitutes a form of violence by rendering the female as the Other and thereby repressing the feminine. As she points out, making such a sharp division between the feminine and the masculine also has negative effects upon the male who must struggle to repress those qualities which do not fit the prescribed construction. Her conclusion is that because these two bodies of law inscribe 'a patriarchal ideology that constructs masculinity as male dominance and, correspondingly, female subordination' they are themselves 'inherently a form of violence' (p. 98). Here she is in contradiction with those scholars who see a move towards a more humanitarian attitude in the deuteronomic laws. Her argument here can be illustrated by her discussion of the laws in Deut. 22.25-29: the woman's injury is, as she points out, following Judith Hauptman 'identical in both cases'; what is not identical is the injury 'inflicted on the betrothed male' which turns out to be the 'determinative factor' (p. 99). Again, rather than seeing Deut. 22.28-29 as a positive ruling for women by providing protection from an arbitrary divorce, Anderson highlights the way in which such laws reinforce 'the male predominance' by granting the man full control over the woman.
The final chapter, headed 'Implications', addresses Anderson's concern with the topic; here, after a brief historical overview of the rationale for female subordination, she moves to the present situation, with statistics from the United States on domestic abuse and rape, and the failure, for the most part, of the churches to challenge the dominant/subordinate paradigm which underlies such violence. In this section she draws heavily on contemporary studies of domestic violence, with the recognition that the context in which we read biblical texts is an important factor in their interpretation. She asks whether 'new questions of the biblical text emerge as the dominant/subordinate gender paradigm's role … is taken into account' (p. 112). This raises another question which she does not take further: would the violence which she has demonstrated as being an integral feature of these texts not be a matter of concern if the readers' context was not one of such prevalent family violence and abuse? She, however, having argued that her present
